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Use Permit (CUP/MUP- ) & Variance (VAA- )
Parcel Map (P- ) Design Review (DSA- )
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6. Appeal to be heard by:

(see Teverse)
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(If you are appealing a project condition only, please state the condition number)
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APPEAL OF MARCUS]J. LODUCA
REGARDING THE PLACER COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION’S DENIAL
OF THE VARIANCE AND APPROVAL OF CERTAIN CONDITIONS OF
THE VESTING TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP FOR RANCHO DEL ORO
ESTATES

For the Rancho Del Oro Estates project (the “Project”), the appellant
appeals the Planning Commission’s action to deny the variance to allow entry
gates up to 8 feet tall, and the Planning Commission’s action to modify
conditions to the Project’s vesting tentative subdivision map, as follows: (1)
-amended Conditions 3, 8 and 57(a); and, (2) added Condition 57(m) and
Condition 131(e), the latter of which requires the Project’s covenants, conditions
and restrictions to allow agricultural uses in the Project, including the keeping of
livestock.

The basis of this appeal is that the evidence in the administrative record
before the Planning Commission did not support the Planning Commission’s
actions that are the focus of this appeal, but instead the evidence supported the
Project as presented by the applicant for the Project. In denying the requested
variance, the Planning Commission deprived the applicant of privileges enjoyed
by other properties in the vicinity under the same circumstances in the same
zone district, and the evidence in the administrative record failed to support any
findings of the Planning Commission in denying the variance.
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